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How they differ from the Church of England, and 
that Baron Puffendorf's Ess av for Uniting of | 
Proteſtants, was not deſign'd to procure an Ux1oN 
between the Lutherans and the Church of England, 
as is inſinuated in the Title of the late Edition 
of that Book. 
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2 LETTER to a FRIEND. 
The Second Erltion. a 3 
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To which i is added, A Poſtſcript, containing ſome 
| | tranſient Remarks on a late Virulent Pamphlet, 
: Enticuled, Two Letters to the Right Honourable: rhe 
| Lord Viſcount Townſend, Cc. 


| [By -TH0 MAS BRETT, LLB 12 
| Rector of Betteſbanger in Kent. 4 


Biſhop. Will you be 7e ready with all faithful Diligence, to baniſh and | 4 


_ away all erroneous and ſtrange Doctrines, contrary to God's 
or 


Anſwer, I will, the Lord being my Helper, Form of Ordering 
| [ Prieſts, 


| 
7; SEEM 
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REVIEW 
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Lutheran Principles, Ge 


=——ml 0 M E Tinie ago you ask'd me, 
if I had ſeen a Book, advertis'd in 


call'd, A View of the Principles of the 
Dutheran Churches, ſhewing bow far 

| | they agree with the Church of England, 
Being a ſeaſonable Eſſay for the uniting of Proteſtants, 
upon the happy Acceſſion of his Majeſty King George, 
to the Throne of theſe Kingdoms. Tranſlated from the 
Latin of Baron Puffendorf, &c. And whether I 
knew the Deſign of it? I then told you, that I 
{aw che Book long ago, tranſlated into Engliſh by 
the ſame Perſon, who is ſaid to have tranſlated 
this: That it is call'd, The Divine Feudal Law, or 
| Covenants with Mankind repreſented. Together with 
Means for the uniting of Proteſtants. In which alſo 
the Principles of the Lutheran Churches are tated and 
defended, by Samuel Baron Puffendorf; rranſlated 
2 og e from 


the Evening Poſt of Auguſt 14. 1714. 
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frem the Latin, &c. And that it was only a new 
Title put to an old Book. 

You ſaid, that however that was, you could 
not but be pleas'd with the Book, if it anſwer'd 
the Title ; and thought this new Publication of 
ic very ſeaſonable: Becauſe, upon the Acceſſion 
of his Majeſty to this Crown, it was very pro- 
bable, that many Lutherans would come over 
with him: That his Majeſty's Subjects in the 
Dutchy of Brunſwick were all Lutherans, and there- 
fore, as we were now united under one King, 
it was very expedient, that we ſhould alfo be 
united in one Religion. I ſaid, that Union in 


Religion was very deſirable, and ought to be en- 


deavour'd by all lawful Means, but that I had not 
yet ſeen any Propoſals that way, that ſeem'd 
likely to effect it. That foraſmuch as we had 
not been able hitherto to procure an Union in 
Religion between England and Scotland, though 


they have been united under one King for above 
an hundred Years, and both lie in the ſame Iſland, 


and ſpeak the ſame Language; I could not con- 
ce ive how we ſhould unite with thoſe, who, tho 
under the ſame King, are ſeparated from us, not 
only by a very different Language, but alſo by 


the Sea, anda vaſt Tract of Land befides. Lou 


reply'd, that you did not conceive there was ſo 
great a Difference between us and the Lutherans 
in Matters of Religion, as between us and the 
Scots, and therefore, notwithſtanding the Di- 
ſtance of Place and Language, you conceiv'd 
we might much more eaſily unite with the Luthe- 
rant, than with the Scots, or any other of the 
Reform'd, who were nearer to us: Becauſe, the 
Scots and all thoſe call'd the Reform'd, were pro- 
feſs'd Presbyterians, and declar d Enemies to Epiſ- 
copacy and Liturgy ; and would allow no Ce- 

| Temonies 


4. 
s 


ran were more ceremonious in their Worſhip, 


1 moſt two hundred Years ; but they have alſo 
Images and Pictures of our Saviour, the Virgin 


= have alſo-a Liturgy, or Book of Common Prayer, 
not much differing from ours, and not only Or- 


Witli his Subſcription, The three great Enemies 


LurRERAN PRINCIPLES. 
remonies in Religious Worſhip : But the Luthe- 


than the Church of England; that they not only 

© retain'd the Surplice, the Croſs at Baptiſm, God- 
Fathers and God-Mothers, and Kneeling at the 
Holy Communion (which were the main Points 
that the Scots and our Engliſh Presbyterians, and 
the others call'd Reform d, have quarrePd with, 
from King Edwards Days (when our Common 
Prayer was eftabliſh'd) to this Time, that is, al- 


Mary, the Apoſtles, and other Saints, ſet up in 
their Churches; nay, they have Relicks alſo, 
which are devoutly ſhew'd and kiſs'd. They 


gans, but all forts of the fineſt Muſick in their 
Churches: And that they are ſuch Enemies to See Pitt 
the Calviniſts, or thoſe who call themſelves the _ * 
Reform d, that they hate ſuch, à8 bad as a Turk; © 
and that in the great Church at Leip/ck in Saxony, 
Luthers own Country, they have the Pictures of 
the Devil, Ignatius Loyola the Founder of the Je- 
ſaires,-and of Fohn Calvin, all in one Frame, 


e Chriſt, and of the Chriſtian Religion. Nay, more 
than this, they, to this very Day, retain Auri- 
= cular Goo: /fon, and go to the Prieſt every Satur- 
day Evening, to be confeſs'd and abſolv'd. And 
& though they have not Biſhops, -yet they have 
Superintendants to overſee and govern the other 
Clergy, which you conceiy'd differed from Bi- 
pop only in Name. Therefore, upon the whole 
vou concluded, that an Union with the Lutbe- 
ran would be more eaſy to be effected, than 
could be with the Scott or other Precbyterians. 
* That 
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That indeed you thought there was little or no 


Difference betwixt them and the High-Church- 
men, and that if any Obſtruction ſhould be gi- 
ven to ſuch an Union, you thought it muſt 2 
proceed from the Low-Church-men, who were 


rather for taking away ſome of the Ceremonies 
we have already, than for adding any more 
to them, which you judged would be ne- 
ceſſary, in order to unite with the Lutherans. 
I reply'd, that Ceremonies were but indifferent 
Things, and that I conceived, if the Differences 
between us and the Lutherans, or between us and 
any other Proteſtants, had lain only in Ceremo- 
nies, there might have been an Union amongſt 
us long before this Time. You anſwer'd, that 
you did not believe there was any eſſential Dif- 


ference between us and the Lutherans: And tho? 


there was, you thought it very neceſſary we 


- ſhould ſeek to unite with them at this Time, be- 
cCauſe both his Majeſty and the Prince had been 
educated in thay Religion. I reply'd, that what- | 
ever his Majeſty's Religion was, whilſt he was 
only Elector of Brunſwick, now he was King of 


Great-Britain, &c. he was obliged by Act of Par- 
lament, to join in Communion wich the Church 
of England: And, therefore, fince it was not 


thought reaſonable to make any Alterations in 


the Doctrine or Diſcipline of the Eftabliſh'd = 
Church, for the Sake of his Majeſty and Fay - | 
al Family, I could ſee no Occaſidn there was for 
the making «Alterations for the Sake of any of 
his Subjects. You faid, that however, if the 
Thing was eaſie and practicable, you thought it 
ought to be done: And though you was perfect- 
Iy ſatisfied with the whole Doctrine, Diſcipline, : 


and Worſhip of the Church of England, as now | 


ſettled; yet, if ſome few Alterations in indiffe- 
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rent Things, might bring ſo great a Number of 
his Majeſty's Subjects, as the Lutherans were, in- 
to our Communion, you ſhould very heartily 
2 deſire to ſee thoſe —_— made. I told you, 
that I was convinced by Baron Puffendorf's Book, 
which had given Occaſion to this Diſcourle be- 
tween us, that ſuch an Union was altogether 
impracticable. You ſeem'd ro wonder, that this 
Learned Baron ſhould propoſe an impracticable 
Scheme. I anſwer'd, that you had been decei- 
ved by the Title of the Book; that he did not 
write this Eſſay with any Deſign to promote an 
Union between the Lutherans and the Church of 
England, but between the Lutherans and the Calvi- 
»ifts : That indeed he does name“ England in his * Pag.ug7 
Book, but he names us as a Party of the Calvi- and 137. 
nifts, differing only from the other Reform d, in 
our retaining Biſhops amongſt us. Which only- 
ſhews, that he was a perfect Stranger to the 
Conſtitution of our Church. Hereupon, you 
deſir'd me to give you a particular Account of 
his Book, and what Grounds I have to think, 
from what he ſays, that an Union between us 
and the Lutherans is wholly impracticable. And 
I promis'd to do it as ſoon as I had Opportunity. 
In order, therefore, to ſatisfie youngRequeſt, and 
to perform my Promiſe on this Occaſion, I give 
you the Trouble of this Letter. 

I ſhall not trouble you, or myſelf, with a nice 
Examination of all the Particulars in the learned 
Baron's Book, and therefore ſhall paſs over all 
that he ſays by way of Introduction, concerning 
the Condition of humane Nature, and che Incon- 
veniencies which attend our natural Frailty, and 
that Religion has been abus'd ro increaſe the 


Miſeries of Mankind; as alſo what he ſays about 


Tolecation, I ſhall begin with what he ſays 
ws #4 ; . ; : con- 
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1 Pag. 18, Concerning Þ the Reconcilement of Differences in Reli- 


# 


gion. This, he well obſerves, can by no means be ſo 
done, as to have it declared that both are Truth, foraſ- 
much as it is neceſſary from the — of Things, that 
in a Contradiction between to Propoſitions, one or other 
of them mut needs be falſe. But to effet a Reconcile- 
ment in this Caſe, one Opinion mut of Neceſſity be de- 
clared and approved for Truth, and the other be rejected 


as Falſe. Nor farther, is a Reconciliation to be made, 


bringing all Parties to account, that all Religions are 
alike uſeful, and effeftual towards the Salvation of 
Men ; or by a Declaration, that this may be attained in 
any Religion that bears the Name of Chriftian. For 
this were to make the Chriftian Religion irrational, and 
a Diſcipline not rightly cobering with itſelf, but a Maſs 
of Principles diſagreeing with, and mutually deſtroying 
each other. Nor is it a fit Method of compoſing Diffe- 
rences, to declare, that the Opinions about which the 
Parties differ, are only Problematical, and ſuch, as that 
it concerns not any Man's Salvation to which Part of 
the Contradittion he gives his Aſſent : Becauſe we muff 


not think it an arbitrary Thing, or what depends on the 


Will of Man, that a Queſt ion be declared Problematical 
and indifferent. It is therefore neceſſary, that after the 


controverted Opinions are ſearched to the Foundation, 


and the Truth MF the one, and the Falſhood of the other, 


are plainly demonſtrated from the genuine Books of Holy 
Scripture ; they who have heretofore held a falſe Opinion 


do renounce this, and yield to, and embrace the Truth. 
In ail this I am perfectly of this learned Ba- 
ron's Opinion, and conceive it very agreeable 
to the Eighteenth Article of our Church, which 
iays, They are to be bad accurſed, that preſume to ſay, 
that every Man ſhall be [awed by the Law or Sett which 
be profeſſeth, ſo that be be diligent to frame bis Life 
according to that Law. But then, as he farther ob- 
ſerves, a perfect Reconciliation of this ſort, * as 

That 
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that they who have bitherto cheriſhed and maintained 
erroneous Opinions, ſhonld abandon theſe, and agree 
With others in the Truth, conſidering the preſent State 


4, than'it can be hoped to be accompliſhed.  _ 
Now, it this be che only Way to 2 Recon. 
cilement; as indeed I think it is, how is it 
poſſible to procure a Reconcilement any other 
Way, than by drawing Men off from their 
Errors? Thus for Inſtance, I ſee no other Way 
that the Church of England has to obtain a 
Reconciliation, and an Union with other Pro- 
teſtants, than to convince them by plain Argu- 


ments (drawn from the Scriptures, and the uni- 


verſal Practice of the pure Primitive Church) 
that they are in an Error in all thoſe Points, 
wherein they differ from her. And I can ſee no 
other Way of procuring an Union amongſt Pro- 
teſtants, than by perſuading all of them, whe- 


ther Lutberant or Calviniſtt, to reconcile them - 


ſelves to the Church of England. | 
However, the Learned Puffendorf has propo- 
ſed another Method, which is, That on both Sides, 
there ſhould be an Agreement in a ſolid, ſufficient, and 
adequate Foundation of Fairh. And that with relation 
to other Opinions, which do not come within the 
Compaſs of the Foundation of the Faith, a Toleration 
ſhould be granted, and none ſhould s diftin& ſe- 


parate Communion for the Sake of tbem. But how is 


this Agreement to be made? It muſt be, I ſup- 


poſe; by a Synod or Council compoſed of ſele& 


Depuries of both Parties. Ir is hardly probable, 
ſuch a Council, compoſed of two Patties, as 


ſuppoſe the one Half Calviniſts, and the other. 


Lutherans, ſhould agree, what ſhall be Funda- 
mental Articles, and what not. They might 


ſquabble and diſpute, but it is not likely. they, / 
4 1 F | B 
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would be more able to, convince one another by 
ſuch Diſputation, than they have been by 
Writing. An equal Number of both Sides muſt 
appear in the Council, and if the Caluinifs can 
draw one or two Lntherans to their Side, then the 
Point fhall be determined in Favour of Caluin, 
and his Doctrine ſhall be Fundamental, and ſo. 
vice yers4, But will this ſatisfie the other Side, 
and bring them into an Agreement? Will not 
they go off from them, and continue their Sepa- 
ration as before? Therefore, though it be eaſily 
ſaid, that on hoth Sides there ſhauld he an A reement 
in a ſolid, {uffcient, and adequate Foundation of Faith, 
and it this was once accompliſhed, gather Mat- 
x5 Might more eaſily be rectified; yet, How. 
Il we come at this Agreement? Hic Labor, Hoe. 
us. And therefore, I do not ſee we are any 
thing nearer to this Agreement, than we were 
before Baron Puffendorf publiſhed his Book; nor 
does he propoſe any Means by which we are to 
come to it. However, the Baron himſelf does 
| not ſuppoſe it poſſible ro reconcile all Parties of 
* pag. 82. Chriſtians ;.* he only ſuppoſes it poſſible, that a: 
Syſtem. of Divinity may. be. compoſed, in 'which the. 
two. Parties of . Proteſtants, which have commonly gone 
under the Name of theI.u THER A Ns, and the Re- 
formed, may conſent and agree. And amongſt the 
Reformed, which are otherwiſe alſo called. Zuin- 
aus Or Calviniſts, he reckons the Engliſb,. as I 
have already obſerved. But herein he has only 
ſhewed himſelf to have been unacquainted with 


Calvin, but founded on the Scriptures, .and the 
Doctrine and Practice of the truly Primitive 


> Church. Therefore, though he names England 


amongſt the Reformed, yet foraſmuch as he ap- 
8 | | | Pears 
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pears ſo egregiouſly miftaken in the Conſtitution 
of our Church, and his Scheme is only to pro- 
cure a Reconcilement between the Latherans and 
Calviniſts, it is evident, that his Book contains 
nothing tending to reconcile the Lutherans and 
the Church of England, whatever is pretended in 
the new Title- Page. I will therefore now ſhew, 
that according to him, there can be no Recon- 
cilement between us and the Lutherans, unleſs 
we can perſuade them to come entirely over to 
us, or we ſhall think it proper to go entirely over 
to them. | | 


-It 


He lays down this as a Rule, * That ire F. 29. 


there are ſome valuable Advantages of this World, an- 


nexed to the Controverted Points of Religion, it is not 
ined that they can be ended by Diſputes or 


to be imag 
Reaſonings : And from thence concludes, that it 
is in vain to attempt a Reconcilement between 
Proteſtants and Papifts, becaule there are worldly 
Advantages annexed to the Points which are 


controverted between them. And he lays, f UF P. 43. 


any of the Papal Party ſhould propoſe, in order to a Re- 
concilement, that there ſhould 4 ſaid about Re- 


ſtoring the Revenues of the Church to thoſe who returg 


to the Roman Religion, we to beware of them, 
and to believe that nothing but meer Shows and Snares 
are imeuded in ſuch Propoſals. 8 

No, if this be a good Argument, (and 1 ſee 
no Reaſon to ſay it is not) then this very Thing 
muſt alſo render a Reconcilement between any 
of the Foreign Proteſtants and the Church of 
England impracticable. Becauſe, if we propoſe 
to them the Reſtoration of Epiſcopacy, tho we 
ſnould cell them that Lordſhips and large Reve- 
nues are not neceſſary to the Epiſcopal Office, 


and their Princes and other great Men who have 


s. amongſt them * 


Mar'd che 5 
" | 2 


be obliged to make Reſtitution, they will ſuſpect 
that this is only a Show and a Snare, and that 
the Biſhops Lands muſt be again annex d to the 
Office, if Epifcopacy be reſtor'd. And if we 
ſhould join in Communion with them, without 
the Reſtoration of Epiſcopacy amongſt them, 
this, by the very ſame Argument, may prove a 
Snare to take our Biſhops Lands, and to over- XX 
throw the Hierarchy amongſt us. This great 
controverted Point therefore betwixt them and 
ns having ſuch valued Advantages of this World 
annexed to it, according to Baron Puffendorf"s 
Arguing, does plainly render the Differences be- 
eween us and other Proteſtants irrecancilable, 
and that it is in vain to attempt ſuch an Union. 
ln the next place he proceeds to examine a 
certain Form in Manuſcript, of a Methidto reſtore 
an Ecchſiaſtical Union between the Romanifts and 
tbe Proteſtants, written by the ſpecial Command of the 

Mo#t Serene Prince and Lord N. N. by two of bis 

Hig hbneſs's Divines, to which he returns an Anſwer, 

Paragraph by Paragraph. There is but one 
1 Point in this Examen, which J think, needs 
r 37- my preſent Notice. Theſe two Divines make 
= © this Propoſal: Le the Ordination made by Presbyters, 
of Paſtors and Teachers in the ' Proteſtant Churches by 

| rayer, and the Impoſition of Hands, be beld Legiti 
mate, aud conformed to the Apoſtolick Practice; and 
thoſe who are in this Manner ordain'd to the Sacred 

Office; be accounted to have Power both of Order and 
Juriſdickiun. To this the Baron ſays, This Princi- 

ple is of the greateſt Importance. For, as the State of 

the Proteſt ans Churches depends, as external, upon the 
Ordination, and it is by this that they muſt deſerve to 

be accounted legitimate Bodies; ſo the Propoſal oblique- 

ty evertbrows the whole Pontifical State, as it in altoge- 


ther repugnant ta that, 10 allow any for lawful. Paſtors, 
3 2 2 © & 7 n 15 N F has 
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d upon that. Here it may be ob- 
ſerv'd by the way, that it's evident from this Paſ. 


ſage, that the Lutherans have no Biſhops,” that theit 


Superintendants, if it could be granted that they 
have any Orders at all, are only meer Presbyters, 
who have, it may be, a Juriſdiction like that of 
'our Arch-deacons, who nevertheleſs are no more 
Biſhops than Pariſh Prie#Fs are; and notwithſtand- 
ing their Superintendency, they do not pretend 
to be any Thing more than Presbyters, and as 
ſuch, claim the Power both of Order and Juriſ- 
diction; and conſequently, are as meer Presby- 
terians, as the Calvinifts themſelves. Now this 
Principle, as the Learned Puffendorf ſays, is of the 
bigheiF Importance, not only in the Controverſie 
between them and the Church of Rome, but in 
the Controverſie between them and us. For as 


: he alſo obſerves, The State of their Churches depends 


their Ordination, and if they hawe not true Orders 
amongſt them, then can they not be accounted legitimate 
Bodies; that is, they cannot be eſteem'd Chriſtian 
Churches or Sccieties. And if we do allow theic 
Ordinations, then we obliquely overthrow the whole 
Epiſcopal State, as it u altogether repugnant to an Epiſ- 
copal Church to allow any for lawful Paſtors, who are 
not Epiſcopally ordain d. And it is certain, our 


Church does not allow Presbyterian Ordination: 
For, in the Preface before the Form of Making and 


Conſecrating- Biſhops, &c. It is declar'd, that it 4 


evident to all Men diligemly reading Holy Scripture and. 


ancient Authors, that from the Apoftle : Time, there 
bave been theſe Orders of Miniſters in Chrift's Church; 
Biſhops, Priests, and Deacons. Which Offices were 
evermore had in ſuch reverend Eſtimation, that no Man 
might preſume to execute any of them, except be were 
firſt calf d, try d, examin'd, and known to be 
Qualities as are 14quiſite for the ſame ; and alſo by 
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ns 
Publick Prayer with Impoſitionof Hands, were approx/'d 
anda T Acker ir- dodaben- 


| Fore, to the intent that theſe Orders may be cont iuu d, 

= and reverently eſteem'd in the Church of England, 

i 10 Man ſhall be accounted or taken to be a lawful Biſbop, 

1 Prieſt, or Deacon in the Church of England, or ſuf- 

| 1 | Fer d to exerciſe any of the ſaid Functions, except he be 


call d, ty d, examin'd, and admitted thereunto accord- 
ing to the Form hereafter following, or hath had for- 
merly Epiſcopal Conſecration or Ordination. In this 
Place our Church not only > way a declares Epi- 
| ſcopal Ordination to be neceſſary for a legitimate 
Prieſt or Presbyter, as well as for a Biſhop, but 
that it has always been ſo even from the Apoſtle's 
Days, conſequently that it is not in her Power 7 
to alter it, being founded on the Scriptures, and 
the Practice of the Catholick Church. But thoſe 3 
two Lutheran Divines, and Baron Puffendorf do in» 
fiſt, that Presbyterian Ordination muſt be allow'd, © 
not only in Caſes of extreme Neceſſity, which 
is the Plea ſome of our moderate Divines have 
made for them, but muſt be held legitimate, and con- 
form d to Apoſtolick Practice. We and they are 
therefore certainly irreconcilable in this Point; 
which, as the Learned Baron ſays, is « Principle 
of the greateſt Importance. For they will not yield 
this Point to us, becauſe; as he obſerves, it they 
do ſo, they cannot be accounted legitimate Bodies or 
Churches, And we cannot yield to them, but we 
muſt give the Lye to the declar'd Teſtimony of 
our Church. For if we cloſe with them, we 
muſt fay, that Ordination by Presbyters is conform 1 
to Apaſtolicł Practice: Whereas our Church has 
already declar'd Epiſcopal Ordination alone, to be con- 
mb to that Practice, and declar'd this to be ei- 
dent to all Men. diligently reading Holy Seriptures and 
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„ ancient Authors, Now this being a Point of the 
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greateſt Importance, as Baron Puſfendorf acknow- | 
gone cannot be le Problematical or Indiffe- 
rent: It muſt be declar'd, that the Truth lies 
on one Side or other, if a Reconeilement ſhould. 
be attempted; for both Sides cannot be right. 
If Presbyterian Ordination be conformable to 
Apoſtolical Practice, it is certain ſuch Epiſcopal 
Ordination, as excludes Presbyters from the 
Right of Ordaining, and Nullifies the pretend 
ed Orders given by them, cannot be agreeable, _ _ 
dq that Practice; and if ſuch Epiſcopal Ord- 
nation be agreeable to Apoſtolical Practice, then 
Presbyterian Ordinatiog cannot be conform 
| 5 to that Practice. | One of theſe Opinions muſt 

chere fore be agreed by both Parties to be true, 
and the other muſt, be rejected, orthere can be no 
Reconcilement: But theſe rwo Learned Lutheran 
Dixines (and Barqn Puffendorf joins with them 
herein) fay, that they cannot yield, that their 
Ordinations are not“ agreeable to Apoſtolick 
Practice, becauſe, if they ſhould, they would 
unchurch themſelves: And I am ſure, if we 
yield to chem in this Matter, we muſt deny the 
cleareſt Evidence of Scripture and Antiquity. 
This ſingle Point therefore, makes an Union be- 
tween us, and either the Lutherans or Calviniſta, 
altogether impracticable, and renders it in vain. 
to attempt it by any other Means, than by con- 
= vincing them (if poſſible) of their Errors, and 
perſuading them to come entirely into our Com- 
munion. acts afoe! : 
After the Learned Baron has thus ſhew'd, 
that it is in vain. to attempt an Union between 
the Lutherans and thoſe. who will not allow their 
Ordinations to be Valid, which I haye pro-d 
the Church of England cannot do; he then pro- P. 56. 
cseds to ſhew, that it is next to Madneſs to c about: 
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10 attempt 2 Reconciliation with the Socinians, Ana- 
baptiſts, Quakers, and thoſe that deſerve the Name 
of Phanaticks, ſo long as they will bold to their Hypo- 
theſes. And having thus caſt off all that bear the 
Name of Chriſtians, except the Calviniſis, as 
Men with whom it is impoffible for the LutÞerans 
to think of having any Union, [and'Fhave' 
ſnewed, that the Church of England muſt come 
into the Number of thoſe, with whom the) can 
have no Hopes of Reconcilement, J“ he then 
proceeds to enquire, whether there may not be 
2 Poſſibility of oa, > Union, between the 
Lutberant and thoſe who call themſelves the Reform- 
ed. Here having compoſed a Syſtem of Divinity, 
wherein he ſuppoſes both Parties may agree, he 
r. 


* % 


then proceeds to the Points wherein they diffe 
F ſhall not at preſent - particularly examine his 

_ Syſtem, only take Notice, that w — comes 

to the Points wherein the, Latberans differ from 

the Calviniſts, he maintains two Things Which 

the Chriſtian Church neyer heard of till: Luther's 
Days, and which none but the Lutherans ever 
aſſerted, and therefore T cannot but make ſome 
Obſervations on tbemm . 

+7. 199. The r Learned Baron complains, that although 


tbe Reformed frequently uſe the Name of Brethren, get 


they omit not to impute to the Entherans, ' monſtrous 
Opinions, bow much ſoever they contradict them. And, 
indeed, I do find that Peter Martyr, one of the 
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firſt Reformers, and one of the moſt moderate 
amongſt them, who was therefore invited into 


England, and made Divinity Profeſſor at Oxford, F 


does call one of the Lutheran Opinions mon#rous, | 


Weich is chat which concerns the Ubiquityof the 
Dial. de Body of Cbriſt; for he calls it}! portentoſam Ubiqui- 
eu tatem. But do the Lytberant contradict this? No, 
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nor, fol. I. the Learned Baron himfelf endeavours to 
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tain and defend it, nay, declares that he deſigns 

to die in that Opinion. + For he tells us, that Fg. 193. 
be would not bave the Things which be ſhall propoſe, 

to create any Prejudice againſt himſelf or the Church, 

in which he was born, and has been educated, and in 

the Doctrine of which-be has deſigned to perſevere to the 

End of bis Life. || And one of theſe Dodrines he || Pag. 202 


owns to be the Omnipreſence of the Body of Chriſt. 


And he tells us, that the Lutherans ſeem fo main- 
rain it chiefly for this Reaſon, that they may not divide 
and take away the Union of the two Natures, which; 


according to the Expreſſion of the ancient Church con- 


cerning it, is inſeparable. But did any of the an- 

cient Church believe Chrilt's Body ro be Omni- 
preſent, becauſe they believed the two Natures 

to be inſeparable 2 The Scripture teacheth us, 
that * in the Begining was the Word, and the Word 4 3b. it 
was with God, and the Word was God. And that 1, 14, 171 
the Word was made Fleſh, and dwelt among ws, and 

was called Jeſus Chriſt, From whence we right- 

ly conclude, that Jeſus Chriſt was both God and 

Man, by a Perſonal Union of two Natures, one 

of the Word, or God the Son, and the other of 

the Fleſh, or Humane Nature. The Scriptures 


aleo teach, that f Feſw Chriſt, the Perſon ſub- +. be 


ſiſting of theſe two Natures, is the ſame Yeſterday, xiii. 8. 
and to Day, and for ever: Hence we juſtly gather, 
that theſe rwo Natures in this one Perſon are 
inſeparable ; for if the Natures ſhould be ſepara- 
ted, he could not remain the ſame Perſon for 
ever. This Inſeparability therefore of rhe two 
Natures; the ancient Church believed upon 
good and juſt Grounds; and both the Reformed 
and the Church of England believe this no leſs 
than the Lutherans ; and we declare our Belief 
of this Inſeparability in the Athanaftan Creed, 
© where 
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4A Review of the 
where we acknowledge God and Man to be one 
Cbriſt: But then we declare, that he is one alto- 


ether ; not by Confuſion of Subſtance, but by Unity of 


, Perſon. And we conceive, that the Omnipre- 
ſence of Chriſt's Humane Body, muſt make a 


Confuſion of Subſtance ; for the Body of Chriſt 


cannot be Omnipreſent, unleſs it be converted 


into the Godhead, becauſe Omnipreſence is an 
incommunicable Attribute of the Divine Nature; 
and if the Humane Nature of Chriſt be convert- 
edinto the Godhead, this muſt make a Confuſion 


of Subſtance. So that this Doctrine directly tends 


to overthrow an Article of our Faith. Neither 
does it help at all, to make us more firmly believe 
the inſeparable Union of the two Natures in 
Chriſt, which is the Reaſon aſſigned by Puffen- 


dur, for which the Lutherans chiefly maintain it; 


make but One Perſon in Chriſt, who, although He 


for thoſe who believe not this Ubiquity of Chriſt's 


Body, do nevertheleſs believe the inſeparable 


Union of his two Natures, and believe it upon 


the infallible Authority of the Holy Scriptures: 


But I can ſee no Authority of Holy Scripture 


for the Doctrine of the Omnipreſence of Chriſt's 


ys | 

he Learned Baron, indeed; does give us two 
Texts of Scripture, but I conceive very little to 
the Purpoſe. Chriſt, he obſerves, has promiſed 
where two or three are gathered together in my Name, 1 
will be in the midſt of them, Matth xviii. 20. And 
Fam with you to the end of the World, Matth. xxviii. 
20. But does it hence follow, that Chriſt will 
be always with us in his Body ? If his Divine 


Nature alone be preſent with us, that according 


to the Scriptures, is a ſufficient Fulfilling of his 
Promiſe : For the Divine and Humane Nature 


be 


* * * 
, 
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be God and Man, yet He is not Two, but one Chrif. 
One, not by Converſion of the Godhead into Fleſh, but by 
taking of the Manhood into God. One altogether, not 
by Confuſion of Subſtance, but by Unity of Perſon. For 
as the reaſonable Soul and Fleſh is one Man, ſo God and 
Man is one Chrift: As we profels in the Atbanaſian 
Creed. Hence it follows, that as whatſoever is 
predicated either of the Soul or Body of a Man, 
is attributed to the whole Perſon, though ſome 
Functions are peculiar to the Soul, and others to 
the Body ; ſo, whatſoever is predicated of. one 
Nature in Chriſt, though ſome Functions are 
peculiar to the Humane, and others to the Divine 
Nature, are attributed to the whole Perſon of 
Chriſt. Thus for Inſtance, it is the peculiar 
Function of the Soul of Man, to think, to rea- 
ſon, and to meditate; and we cannot attribute 
theſe Faculties to the Body of a Man: For, to 
ſay that the Soul of a Man eats, drinks, walks, is 
ſeen or felr, is improper ; and yet, when we 
ſpeak of the whole Man, we may propetly ſay, 
ſuch a Perſon thinks, reaſons, and meditates; 
or that ſuch a Perſon eats, drinks, walks, or 
may be ſeen or felt. Thus what is peculiar ei- 
ther to the Soul or Body, is attributed to the 
Whole Man, by reaſon of the Perſonal Union of 
thoſe two different Natures, the Soul and the 
Body, and yet each have their diſtin& Proper- 


ties, and what is peculiar to one Nature, cannot 


properly and ſtrictly be predicated of the other. 
And in this manner we profeſs to believe the 
Union of the Divine and Humane Nature in 
Chriſt. It is a Perſonal Union, ſo that whatever 
is predicated of one Nature, is attributed to the 
whole Chriſt. Thus it is the Divine Nature of 
Chriſt, which was in the Beginning with God, 

8 | and 


19 


— 


4A Review of the 
and which was God; all Things were made by 
him, and without him was not any Thing made 
which was made: Theſe Things cannot be at- 
tributed to his Humane Nature, which was not 
| in the Beginning. So the Humane Nature of 
Chriſt was born of a Woman, made under the 
Law, was, crucified, died, and was buried, none 
of which Things can properly be attributed ro 
his Godhead. Yet by virtue of the Perſonall 
Union between the Divine and Humane Nature, 
we ſay that Chriſt is over all, God bleſſed for 
ever ; likewiſe that Chriſt was born, ſuffered, 
died, and was buried; and what is peculiar 
to one Nature, is attributed by the Scripture to 
the whole Perſon. And by ſaying the Divine 
Nature of Chriſt did not die, but only his Hu- 
mane Nature, we do not thereby ſeparate the 
Perſonal Union of the two Natures; they ſtill 
continued one Perſon; and we ſay that Chriſt, 
who is both God and Man, died; andthe Scrip- 
| ture itſelf ſcruples not to call the Blood which 
A. xx, he ſhed, * the Blood of God. Since then the inſepa- 
28. rable Union of the Divine and Humane Nature 
uh in Chriſt is a Perſonal Union, and whatever is 
predicated of one Nature, is attributed to the 
whole Perſon, though each Nature have its own 
peculiar diſtin& Properties, there is no Occaſion * 
per us to confound the two Natures, by attribu- 3 
ting Omnipreſence to the Humane, which is 
the peculiar: Property of the Divine Nature, for 
fear of ſeparating the two Natures. For a Per- 
ſonal Union, as we underſtand by the Union ß 
dur Souls and Bodies, is ſuch an Union of two 
. Natures, that though each retain its peculiar 
Properties entire and without Confuſion; yet 
* hatever is performed by either, is attributed w 1 
C GN. ne 
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the whole Perſon. Therefore though we believe 
the Divine Nature alone to be now preſent wich 
us, the Humane Naturę being aſcended into Hea- 
ven, and ſitting at the Right Hand of God, yet 
Chriſt is, nevertheleſs, preſent wich us, becauſe 
ſuch, [as I have ſhewed] is the Property of Per- 
ſonal Union, that whatever is predicated of one 
Nature, is properly attributed to the whole 
Pack ©: | 

But here the Learned Baron asks, Why ſhould 
the Nature and Duality of Humane Bodies hinder, but 
that we may believe whole Chriſt, and even as Man, 
to be preſent to all the Aſſemblies of the Faithful, and 
even to every particular Perſon of them ? Eſpecially, 
ſince whilt+ be was converſant on Earth, both before 
and afier his Reſurreion, be performed ſuch Actions, 
as other Bodies are uncapable of. To this we may 
anſwer, that if Chriſt had ever promiſed us his 
Bodily Preſence in our Aſſemblies, there had 
been Reaſon to have believed he would have 
been ſo preſent with us; but we can find no ſuch 
Promiſe : But he has cold us the direct contrary, x 
ſaying, * I go my way to bim that ſent me, and now *50h, xei; 
1 am uo more in the World. And while they beheld, be 5. and 
was t up, and a Cloud received bim out of their "vi. 11. 
Sight.” There are many other Paſſages in Scrip- 4 +18 
ture, which teach us that Chriſt has withdrawn 
his Bodily - Preſence from us, but not one 
which ſo much as intimates, that he will afford 
us his Real Bodily Preſence, either in a viſible or 
inviſible manner. The utmoſt which the Luthe- 
rans pretend to prove in this Caſe, is, that it is 
poſſible for God to make Chriſt's Body Omni - 
preſent. But becauſe it is poſſible, muſt we 
therefore believe it is ſo? Muſt an Article of 
| Faith be lounded on à meer Poſſibility, without 

N 
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A Review of the 

any Foundation in Scripture ? But Chrift bas pro- 
miſed to be 2 preſent with ws. He has ſo, but 
not Bodily preſent : And the Scripture teacheth 
that his Body is aſcended into Heaven, and ſit- 
teth on the Right Hand of God. And I have 
ſhewed, that if his Divinity be with us, Chriſt is 


with us by virtue of the Perſonal Union, be- 


cauſe whatſoever is performed by one Nature, 
is performed by the Perſon. Chriſt has alſo 


Himſelf taught us, that till his ſecond Co- 


" +Fobaxvi. ming, he will be with us by his Spirit. T I 


57 7+ 
xiv. 6. 


and gg away, ſays he, to him tbat ſent me, and if I 


go not away, the Comforter will not come unto you ; 
but if 1 depart, I will ſend him unto you, that he may 
abide with you for ever, Thus Chriſt has plainly 
taught us, that we may always expect his Pre- 
ſence with us, not in his Body, but his Spiric, 
the Comforter, the Third Perſo 

Trinity, who is One God with Him and the 
Father: But it is expedient, that He himſelf ſhould 
go away. And ſure, Chriſt is the beſt Interpre- 
ter of his own Promiſe. Beſides, the Lutherans 
can never prove it poſlible for a Body to be made 
Omnipreſent, becauſe Omnipreſence is an in- 


communicable Attribute of Divinity: tis 


of the Eſſence of a Body to be circumſcribed 
and bounded with certain Limits; fo that to 
talk of an Infinite or Omnipreſent Body, is a 
Contradiction; therefore, by this Doctrine, the 


Humane Nature of Chriſt is utterly deſtroyed 


and confounded with His Divinity: And the 
Notion of the Omnipreſence of Chrift's Body, 
is ſo far from tending to ſupport the inſeparable 
Union of the two Natures, which is the Reaſon 
Puffendorf gives for the Lutherans maintaining it 
fo ſtrenuouſſy, that it rather tends to overthrow 


* 
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it, by deſtroying one of the two Natures, or at 
leaſt confounding them; whereas the Unity of 
thoſe Natures conſiſts not in the Confuſion of Sub- 
ſtance, but inthe Unity of © Perſon ; which is ſuch an 
Union, as neceſlarily implies, that each Nature, 
notwithſtanding the Union, {till retains its own 
peculiar Properties. So that, in ſhort, this Do- 
&rine has neither Scripture, Antiquity, nor Rea- 
ſon to ſupport it, but is the pure Figment of 
Luthers own Brain; the Reformed have term'd it 
monſtrous, as the Learned Baron informs us. I 
ſee not therefore, how we can come to a Recon- 
cilement with the Lutherans, except they reject 
this Doctrine, which is ſo apparently falſe, and 
contrary both to Reaſon and Scripture. 

But though Puffendorf pretends, that the Luthe- 
rans ſeem to maintain the Omnipreſence of Chriſt's 
Body, chiefly for this Reaſon, that they may not divide 
and take away the Union of th: Natures, (which I 

have ſhew'd it is ſo far from doing, that it tends 
rather to deſtroy one of them, or at leaſt to con- 
found them, and thereby to overthrow that Per- 
ſonal Union which the Scriptures have taught, 
and the Church believ'd) yet it is very evident, 
that the Notion was invented to ſupport another 
ſtrange Doctrine never heard of in the World 
till Lather's Days; I mean, the Doctrine of Con- 
ſubſtantiation. * For ſo ſays Peter Martyr, ſpeak- 
| | ing 


i 


Nec ea (ut arhitror) ſuis Authoribus per ſe bella & ſana viderentur, 
niſi quod ſemel in affirmanda reali, ſubſtantiali, corporalive (ut craſſa pin- 
g41que oratione loquuntur) corporis & ſanguinis Chriſti præſentia in pane 
ac vino cœnæ Domini tines orthodoxæ ſideĩ tranſilĩierunt: & idcirco ut ſua * 


bgmenta quoque modo conſtabiliant, pergunt magno ma lo ſuo, & Ecclefiz 
non levi damno, confidentius jnfanire z atque conſtanter, vel potius per- 


tinaciter defendunt, non propter aliam cauſam Humanitatem Chriſti 
; is | 


24 _ A Review of the k. 
emnia loca implere. Abſurdiora porro hzc ſunt, quam ea propter quæ 1 
elaborantur. Papiſtæ, quibus nihil depravatius tingi poteſt, quamvis q 4 
illam przſentiam cum vana & deteſtanda yerzoig docent, non tamen 1 
adeo ſunt rationis, divinarum literarum, & ſenſus communis expertes, 
ut portentoſam ubiquitatem ſibi unquam fabricrint, quin potius ab ea 
teu dog mate prorſus diverſo & alieno ab Eecleſia, vehementer ab- 
horrent. Pet. Mart. Dialog. de utraque in Chriſto Natura, fol. 1. 


= 


ing of the Omnipreſence of Chriſt's Body, This 
Doctrine (1 am perſuaded) would not bave appear d 
good and ſound to its own Authors, only they having 
once gone beyond the Bounds of the Orthodox Faith, in 
affirming the real, ſubſtantial, or corporal Preſence (as 
they groſly ſpeak) of the Body and Blood of Chriſt, in 
the Bread and Wine of the Lord's Supper ; therefore that 
they may ſome Way or other eſtabliſh their Fiction, they 
go on to their own great Miſchief, and the no ſmall Da- 
mage of the Church, to be more confidently Mad; and 
for no ot ber Reaſon, conſtantly, or rather pertinaciouſly 
maintain, that the Humanity of Chriſt Fan all Places. 
Theſe Things are more abſurd, than thoſe for whoſe 
Sake they are invented. The Papiſts, than whom 
nothing can be conceid d more corrupt, although they 
teach that vain and deteſtable Tranſubſtantiation,were 
never ſo void of Reaſon, of the Knowledge of the Holy 
| Scriptures, and of Common Senſe, as ever to. forge for 
themſetvyes this monſtrous Ubiquity, but have ever 
beartily abhorr'd it, as 4 Poſition diverſe and contrary 
to the Faith of the Church. 

And the Lutheran does acknowledge, That 
this Doctrine of the Omnipreſence of Chriſt's 
Body does prove, and is proved by their Doctrine 
of the Corporal Preſence in the Holy Euchariſt. 
For, when it was objectad to him, that he had 
no Proof of this Omnipreſence from the Scrip- 


ture, and that he had no Argument for this 
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Opinion, but the Omnipotence of God, I e || Ne: 
do not, ſays he, make the Body of the Lord to be every quaquani 
where, or in many Places, from the meer Ommipotence Omnipo- 
of God. We have the Sacred Scriptures to witneſs this tentia Dei 
Thing, and chiefly the Words of the Supper : For the 82 
Lord ſaid, This is my Body. f 8 | 
eſſe ubique, ſeu in multis loziss Habemus ejus rei teſtes divinas literas, 
& inter eas potiffimum verba cœnæ: Dixit quippe Dominus: Hoe e 
corpus meum. bid. Fol, 4. | 


i 


+ Again he ſays, we receive at leaſt this Benefit + Id fa 
more than you from our Opinion, That we firmly believe, 9 
and do not doubt, but the Body and Blood of Chriſt aus & u- 
are truly, ſubſtantially, and really preſent in the Bread tilitatis 
and Mine of the Supper, and is there diſtributed and ex noſtra 

received. Which you cannot ſay nor profeſs, fince you even 

teach, and earneſtly contend, that the Humanity of 5 Er- 

Chriſt 7s in à certain Place of Heaven, and that lo. miter cre« 
cally circumſcribed. Therefore (as you will have 1 dimus, 
fince He is no longer on Earth, He cannot be eaten witł 3 
Bread and Wine in the Supper. It is not therefore à corpus & 


[mall Benefit, nor an Advantage to be deſpiſed, tbat we fangui- 
ray 9 and roundly confeſs what we believe of ſuch oe 
ſtantialiter ac realiter adeſſe in pane ac vino cœnæ, & ibi diſtribui ac 
ſumi. Cans vos dicere non poteſtis, nec etiam profiteminig cum ip- 
ſam Chriſti Humznitatem doceatis & mordicus propugnetis in aliquo 
certo loco elle cceli, idque circumſcriptiva locatione. Quare (ut vultis) : 
cum amplius non fit in terris, non poteſt cum pane & vino in Cœna 
manducari. Non eſt ubique leve, bonum, feu aſpernandum commo- 
dum, nos de tanto Myſterio quid ſentiamus poſſe. aperte & rotunds 
confiteri, Ibid. Fol. 123. | 


Here we find, that the Lutherans chief Argu- 
ment for the Omnipreſence of Chriſt's Body, is 
taken from the Words of the Inſtitution of the 
Holy Euchariſt. 7his is my Body. From whence 
_ | D they 
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they inferr,. that foraſmuch as the Euchariſt is 
celebrated in many Places at the ſame time, 


therefore Chriſt's Natural Body muſt be alſo in 


all thoſe Places at leaſt: And they think it rea- 


ſionable to believe, that Chriſt's Humane Body 


$5”; 


is Omnipreſent, that ſo they may confirm their 
Doctrine of the literal, and corporal Eating and 
Drinking His very true Humane. Body and 


Blood. Now this ſtrange Union of the literal, 


corporal Body and Blood of Chriſt, with the 


Flements of Bread and Wine in the Holy Sacra- 
ment, is that which is called Conſubſtantiation. 


And who ſees not plainly, from theſe Words of 
Peter Martyrs Dialogue, that this Doctrine of 


the Omnipreſence of Chriſt, was invented pure- 


ly to ſupport and defend that Doctrine concern- 


221 n = ing the Euchariſt ?-For if Chriſt's Humane Body 


be Omnipreſent, and conſequently. Infinite, 


then it follows, that it may be really, truly, and 

literally united to Bread and Wine, conſecrated 
in ten Thouſand Places at the ſame time: Where- 
2s, if Chriſt's Body is circumſcrib'd and limited 


cao a certain Place in Heaven, ſo that it can be 


but at one Place at one Time, as the Church 


has always believ'd, then cannot the real, true, 
ſubſtantial, and literal Humane Body of Chriſt 
be given and receiv'd in the Euchariſt, nor in- 


Corporated, or otherwiſe united to the Bread 
and Wine, ſo as to be eaten or drank with it; 


and conſequently, without this Doctrine of the 


___  Omniprefence, the Doctrine of Conſubfantiation 


falls: Who ſees not then, that this monſtrous 
Doctrine, as Peter Martyr calls it, of the Omni- 


preſence of Chriſt's Humane Body, was invent- 
| ed, as he ſays, purely to ſupport the Doctrine of 
Conſalſtantiationn „ 


But 
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ZBut perhaps it may be ſaid, that the Latberan 
in Peter Martyr (peaks only what that Reformer 
pleaſes; let us therefore hear what is ſaid by a _ 
Divine of their own, Martin Chemnitias who * Mech. 
was thirty Years a Miniſter at Brunſwick,” firſt a Adam. in 
Coadjuror, and then Superintendent. This 7 — <j 
Man was one of the firſt Reformers amongſt the 33. 
Lutherans, and wrote an Examen of the Council 
of Trent, by the Command of the Duke of Brunſ- 
wick-Lunenburgh, and other Princes of Germany; 

I ſhall therefore obſerve what he ſays upon the 
1 SP of hn, Council 8 the —- | 
cbariſt, The Canon is this. If any one (ha a 
deny e in the Holy Sacrament of the E Ae th =Y 
Body and Blood, together with the whole Soul and Di- rit, in 
winity of our Lord Feſus Cbriſt, and conſequently whole ſanctiſſi- 
Chritt is truly, really, and ſubſtantially contain d in charifeim 
the mot Holy Sacrament of the Euchariſt, but ſhall Sacra. © 
"ſay, it is only there as in a Sign, or 4 Figure, or in its mento 
Vertue, let him be Anathema. | 5 — 
aliter & ſubſtantialiter corpus & ſanguinem, una cum anima & divi- 
nitate Domini noſtri Jeſu Chriſti, ac proinde totum Chriſtum; ſed 
dixerit tantummodo eſſe in eo ut in ſigno, vel figura, aut in virtute, 


TY 


Anathema ſit. 
Jo this Chemnitius ſays, I There is a great and De præ- 
ſad Controverfie-at this Time in the Church, "concerning "ia cor- 

.the Preſence f the Body and Blood of our Lord Jeſus Se 101 
© NA 5 l | Sunn 

Chriſt i His Holy Supper, or concerning the true and Domini 
C VE 3ST 3, 18 iN noſtri 
Jeſu Chrifti in ſacroſancta cena, live de vero & genuino ſenſu verbo. 
rum cxnz, Hoc eſt corpus meum, Hic eſt ſanguis meus, vehemens 
& vere ktiſtis eſt ho: tempore controverſia in Eccleſia : *Quibuſdam 
contendenti bus verba illa non eſſe accipienda in eo ſenſu, quem ſimplex, 
propria, genuina, & in Scriptura uſitata ipſorum. ſigniſcatio præ bet; 
ſed per tegpos ed eſſe detorquenda; ut vera & realis præſeptia ſubſtan- 
tix corporis & e Chrilti ex cœna ipſius tollatur & ſubmoveatur 
longius quam" cœſum diſtat a Et in coena Dominica, apud nos 
D 2 _ ” 
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in terris relinguatur tantum ſignum & ſigura procul abfentis & longè 
à nobis remoti corporis & ſanguinis Cbrifts : vel irie dicatur in 
cœna ſua preſens eſſe, tantum ſecundum divinam uam Naturam 

præbens & exhibens communicantibus, non ipſam ſubſtantiam, ed 


- Firtutem tantùm, & vigorem corporis & ſanguinis ſui,” non præſentis 


Jed procul abſentis & a cœna longius remoti, quam aſpectabile hoc 
.celum diſtat a terra, Ego vero ab ilorum opinionibus fateor me 
diſſentire; ſimpliciter very & aperte profiteor, me amplecti & probare 


| diligenter conli derafis, acquieſco, 


Mlarum Eccleſiaram ſententiam, quæ agnoſcunt ac docent veram & ſub- 
ſtantialem præſentiam corporis & angelo Chriſti in cena, in eo 
ſenſu quem verha cœnæ, Tarte propria, uſitata & genuina: ſua ſigni- 
ficatione præbent. Et in hac e Aer run Abe dei 


7 


enuine Senſe of the Ward, o th gt This. is mi 
Fo This is my Blood: Sore. contending, thoſe 
are not to be received in that Senſe 1 0 he 


. E proper, genuine, and uſual Si —— 


tbem in Scripture, gives us 7 But they. are to 


. reſted by a Figure i in ſuch Manner, that iy Tee 


. k a4 3 


end. real Preſence, of the. Subſtance of th the. Boch 
Blood of Chriſt is rakes from Hes Supper, and By 
farther from it than Heaven i is diſtant f 7 the Earth. 
Aud is the Lord's Supper, nothing is 4 us on 
Earth, but a Sign or 4 Figure of the Body: | Blood 
of Chriſt at a great Di#tance, and far remoxſ d from as: 
Or Cbriſt is ſaid to be preſent in his Supper, only ac- 
cording to His Divine Nature, yielding and exhibitin 
to the Communicants, not tbe very Subſtance; but ihe 
Vertue and Efficacy of His Body and = 3 920t 2 
but far abſent, _ farther di tant from ut than the 
f . wiſe for Heaven is from the 17 2 "Be Ln c eſs, that 
| I 0 nt from their 7 bs mak s that. 1 
of * brace and approve the Opinion f Chand, 
* -which acknowledge and — the trus — 5 
 Preſence'of the Body and Blood of Chrift Were, 
"in that Senſe which ii Words of the" Th "afford us 
1975 thei hey pes Prepers e and genwine 2 e 
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And acquieſce in this Opinion, after a diligent Conſi- 
deration of the Arguments on both Sides. JA 


Andi a little after he adds, f Tit Opinion offends , He 
againſt 10 Article of Faith. For it is certain, that for- ſententia 
aſmuch as in the Hum ane ww ft Chriſt, dwellet h in nullum 
all the Fulneſs of the Godhead bodily, and by the fi ar 
Aſcenſion, the Humane Nature in Chriſt is exalted {nin 
above every N anne that Js named, either in this Worl, Cone 
or that which is to came 3 therefore Chriſt can be enim eſt, 
2where He will in His Body, and do what He will. quia in 
Therefore the Preſence of Chriſt's Body in the Supper, N. +95 
is not repugnant to the Articles of Faith, or the Verit Chriſti, 
of the Humane Nature, or of the Aſcenſion of Chriſt. tota ple- 
An A  * nitudo 
divinitatis habitat corporaliter 3 Et per Aſcenſionem humana Natura 
in Chrifto-exaltata eſt ſuper omne Nomen, quod nominatur, five in hoc, 
five.in futuro ſæculo: ĩdeo Chriſtum corpore ſuo poſſe ubicunque voluerit, 
& facere uodeunque voluexit. Præſentia igitur corporis Cbriſti in 
cana, non pugnat cum articulis fidei, vel de yeritate humanæ Natugz, 
vel de aſcenſione Chriff m. 
Is it not evident from hence, that the Lutbe- 
rant make uſe of | the Omnipreſence of Chriſt's 
| Humane Nature, to prove the Corporal Pre- 
ſenoe in the Holy Euchariſt? We all readily 
gagree with them, that Chriſt's Body is exalted 
= as far as Humane Nature is capable of Exaltation, 
and far beyond our weak Conceptions: Thar 

Ohriſt can be where he will in his Body, and do 

What he will. But we cannot believe that he 
Lan be bodily preſent in Heaven and Earth 

End in all Places where the Euchavi/e? is admini- 
ſtred, at the ſame time. This Notion is there- 
fore plainly invented, as Peter Mautyrchus obſer- 
ved, to prove, if poſſible, the Torpotal Pre- 
Fence of Chriſt in "the Eucbariſt, according to 
the Luberan Notions; and is put upon us by 
E this 


— 2 „ beer „ 
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's ment, the Body and Blood of Chri t are verily preſent, 


both he and Chemnitizs do ſay, That they. do not 


* 


| | , R 288 * 1 6A 1 
A "Review of the 


this Superintendent of Brunſwick, as an Article 
of Faith. . 0 ar ee 
Therefore, as the Learned Baron maintains 
the Omnipreſence of Chriſt's natural Body; * 

g. 208. ſo he alſo defends the Doctrine of the Corporal 
Preſence of Chriſt in the EuchariF, and ſays, 
The Lutherans determine that the Bread and Wine 
remain what they are, as well in the Uſe of them as 
afterwards; and yet ſo, that in the Uſe of the Sacra- 


together with the Elements, and are indeed taken and 
received with the Mouth of the Body, but in a Man- 
ner, that cannot be perceived by the Senſes : Aud ſo, 
++. indeed, that there is not any new and peculiar Body 
produced for every Communicant, and gi ven to him, 
but ſo that all the Communicants do truly partake of 

. That one Body of Chriſt, which hung upon the Croſs, 
and of that Blood which. he there ſhed. It is true, 


eſtabliſh this Opinion on the Omnipreſence of Chriſt. 
Neither does Peter Martyr charge them to have 
eſtabliſhed it on that Foundation; but only that 
having eſtabliſned this Opinion, they have re- 
courſe to the Omnipreſence of Chriſt, for, the 
Proof of it, and maintain that Ubiquity of 
Chriſt's Body, becauſe they conceive it a good 
Argument to convince their Followers, that 
they do actually receive the very real ſubſtantial 
Body of their Saviour. For if the Body of 
Chriſt can be in many P laces at Once, no 
Doubt is to be made, but that it is in the Holy 
Euchariſt. e mt 33 8 heart: 
And now let us ſee, how this Conſubpantiatiop 
differs from Fenſubſtantiation. The Pagifts ſay, 
that in the mt Holy Sacrament of the Eucharift, thee 
is truly, really, and ſubſtantially the Body ur 
i toget he 
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le together with the Soul and Divinity of our Lord Feſw 
ah Chriſt ; and that there is a Change made of the whole 
15 Subſtance of Bread into the Body, and of the whole 
* Subſtance of Wine into the Blood, which Change they 
cal Tranſubſtantiation. The Lutherans ſay, 


C that the Bread and Wine remain what they were, but 
12 the Body and Blood of Chriſt are preſent together with 
's BN the Elements, and are indeed taken and received with 


the Mouth of the Body. This is what is called 
Conſubſtantiation, So that both agree, that inthe 
= Euchariſt we eat and drink the real, ſubſtantial 

| Body and Blood of Chriſt, which was broken 

and ſhed on the Croſs; only the Papiſts ſay, we 

eat and drink them in the Elements, which are 
ſubſtantially converted into them; and the La- 

therans ſay, we eat and drink them with the Ele- 

ments. But both maintain, that we eat and 

drink the very Body and Blood of Chriſt which 

hung upon the Croſs, and that we eat it with 

our Mouths, which is Blaſphemy. Whereas our  _. 
Church teacheth, f that rhe Body of Chriſt i + Art. 28. 
given, taken, and eaten in the Supper only after an Hea- 

wenly and Spiritual Manner. And the Mean where- 
by the Body of Chriſt is receiv'd and eaten in the Sup- 
per, is Faith. So that the Lutherans are, in this 

Cale, as far from the Doctrine of our Church as 

the Papi/Fs. And when either Papifts or Lutherans 

are preſsd with Arguments drawn from the 

Senſes againſt their Doctrine, they have recourſe 

to God's Omnipotence. The Papiſts ſay, ac- 
cording to the || Trent Catechiſm, that whatſoever || De Eu- 
the Lord pleaſeth, that He doth both in Heaven and ebar. 3% 
Earth. And the Learned Baron ſays, in behalf 

of the Lutherans, that to thoſe Reaſonings which are 

objected from the Fudgment of the Senſes, and the Na- 

ture of natural Bodies, the Truth and Ommipotence of 

of 6 | G 
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God is juſt by oppor d, ly which this may eafily be perform d. 
Now he chat can believe what is contrary to the 
Judgment of his Senſes, and the Nature of 
Things; and ſuppoſes that God's Omnipotence 
can reconcile Contradictions, as the Learned 
Baron ons the Lutherans do in this Caſe, may 
eaſily believe Tranſubſtantiation. And the ſame 
Arguments we make uſe of to. refute the Papiits 
on this Occaſion, may ſerve to refute the Lutbe- 

rant. as. 
Another Doctrine, which Puffendorf diſcourſes 
of, wherein the Lutherans differ from the Calvi- 
nfs, is the Doctrine of Grace and Predeſtina- 
tion; but I do not find, that the Lutherans differ 
from the Church of England in this Point, and 
ſnall therefore make no Reflexion on any Thing 
he has faid on this Subject. £ Aft 
As to other Matters, wherein the Lutherans and 
Calvini#ts differ, Puffendorf does but juſt mention 
gg. 237. them, becauſe f he ſays, they are all of them ſuch 
4 as do not touch the Foundation of the Faith, and ſo are 
wont to go under the Name of indifferent Things. But 
whether all Perſons will be of the Baron's Opini- 
nion in this Matter, is much to be queſtion'd. I 
am ſure, our Zealots here have ery'd out upon 
ſome of the moſt innocent of them, as moſt 
wicked and abominable ; I ſhall therefore con- 
tent myſelf to name them as he has done, withs 

our any Reflexions. 2 

T )ybe Reform d, ſays he, object againft the Lutherans 
= ſome Relicks of the Popiſh Rites not ſufficiently purg'd 
Ah away. Into the Number of which, they put the Exor- WY 
ciſm retain'd in Baptiſm, the private Confeflion, 
and what is wont to accompany it, the ſacred Penny, = 
the round Wafers ad in the Lord's Supper, which 
bardly retain” the Nature of Bread; Altars bl: 2 
: mr 
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Candles, and many Images retain'd in their Chutches, 
and among others, that of our Saviour hanging on 
the Croſs, the particular Garments of Miniſters, 


the Bending the Knee, and Uncovering the 
Head at the Mention of the Name of Jeſus ; the 


ſuperfluous Feſtival Days, the exorbitant Uſe 


OT. 

uſick, and other Things of the like Nature. 2 5 
who have been ſo very ſevere upon the Church 
of England, for ſymbolizing with the Church 
of Rome in a few of the moſt unexceptionable 
of theſe Ceremonies, and who once threw down 
her Altars, and turn'd her Churches into Sta- 
bles, becauſe they had been polluted with ſuch 
ſuperſticious Rites ; who perſecuted, plunder'd; 
and barbarouſly treated all her Biſhops, and ſuch 
Presbyters as adher'd to them, and have ſince 
revil'd them as Baal's Prieſts, on Account of a 
few of theſe Ceremonies ; may perhaps be in- 
clin'd to judge hardly of the Lutherans, who have 
{till retain'd ſo many more of theſe Rites. But 
I defire them to conſider, that notwithſtanding 


this Multitude of Ceremonies, the Lutherans are 
as great Enemies to the Pope, and the Church of . 


Rome, as They can be; and though they have 
retain'd ſo many Popiſh Rites, are nevertheleſs 
ſtrict and rigid Presbyterians, and have as little 


Agreement with the Doctrine and Diſcipline of 
the Church of England, as the moſt zealous 


Calvinifts. However, we of the Church of 
England may hope and pray, and uſe all lawful 


Endeavours, by fair Means and Perſuaſions, to 
draw Diſſenters of all Sorts into the Communion 


of the Eſtabliſſ'd Church, by ſetting before 
them the Error of their Ways. And it is to be 


hop'd, that the Lutherans in particular, having 


before their Eyes, the great Example of our 
Be, E now 
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now Sovereign, will, as I doubt not but he has 
done, judge it beſt, as well for their Spiritual 
as Temporal Intereſt; to join heartily in Com- 
munion with the Eſtabliſhed Church of England, 
which is refortn'd neareſt to the Primitive Pat- 
tern of any Church this Day in the Chriſtian 
World, and has ever been found the ſtrongeſt 
Bulwark againſt Popery : And to attempt any 
_ farther Reformation of it, either in Favour of 
Calviniſts, or Lutherans, will be but to make it 
leſs Primitive and Apoſtolical. | 
I have one Thing more to add before I con- 
clude my Letter, which is, that the Learned 
. Baron himſelf does not think a Reconcilement 
FF. 364. can be effected otherwiſe than by Time: I. 
ſtems to me (ſays he, at the Concluſion of his 
Book ) that this Diſſention cannot be taken away at 
once, or in the Twinkling of an Eye, but the Remedy 
muſe be expected from Time: The Proceſs of which 
may produce much for the Reconciling both Sides: And 
the Truth, is the Method of Reconcilement - 
propos'd by him, is calculated to be the Work 
of Time; for though he pretends to talk of 
Arguments, and: forming Syſtems of Divinity 
'*  Wherein all may agree; yet, when he comes to 
propoſe his Syſtem, he forms it altogether on 
the Latheran Principles, and his Eſſay for Uni- 
on is in Effect only deſign'd to perſuade the 
Calwviniſts to become Lutherans, And indeed, as 
Mr. Hales obſerv'd ago, an Union cannot be 
effected by other Means. + For, as he ſays, in 
in his Letter from the Synod of Dort, dated 
January 4. 16199 In the Point of the Sacrment, and 
the Dependencies from it, as the Ubiquity of Chriſt's 
- * Manhood, the Perſon of Chriſt, the Communicatio 
idi0matum, Os. either they muſt yeild to us, or 29e 


4 Hale's 
Remains, 
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to them ; neither of which is probable. Their Opini- 
ons have now obtain d for an hundred Years (and tis 
now near an hundred more ſince Mr. Hales 
wrote this Letter, ſo that. cheſe Opinions muſt 
at this Time be more firmly fix'd amongſt them) 
ever ſince the beginning of the Reformation, and are 
derived from the chief Author of the Reformation, It 
is not likely therefore, that they will eaſily fall, that 


have ſuch Authority to ſupport them, But I ſuppoſe, 


adds he, Monſieur Du Moulin | who was the 
Perſon propoſed the Union Mr. Hales ſpeaks of] 
intended only a mutual Toleration ; and be it no more, 
yet if we confider the Indiſpoſition of the Perſons with 
whom we bave to deal, I take this likewiſe to be im- 


poſſible. The Lutherans are divided into two Sorts ; 


either they are Molliores, as we call them, or 
Rigidi. What Hope there may. be of Moderation in 
the firſt, I know not ; but in the ſecond we may well 
deſ pair of it. For they ſo bear themſelves, as 
that it is evident they will rather agree with the 
Church of Rome, than with the Calviniſt. He 
that is converſant in the Writings of Hunnius and 
Grawerus, will quickly think as I do. The firſt of 
which has ſo bitterly written againſt Calvin, that 
Parſons the Feſuitefurniſh'd himſelf by compiling Hun- 
nius his Book. If the whole Lump be leawened, as 
thoſe two Pieces, which I juſt now named, they are 
certainly too ſowre for moderate Mento deal with. This 
Was Mr. Hales's Opinion of an Union between 
the Lutherans and Calviniſts a hundred Years ago; 
he then conceived it to be impracticable, and 
fays they were more ready to join with the Pa- 
615 than the Calvinifs. And how far ſuch an 

nion may be more practicable now, has been 
' already conſiderd; and it may be yet a Queſti- 
90, which che Zchrans would racer choole to 
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unite with, the Papiſt or the Calviniſt. For 
though Baron Puffendorf ſeems to be himſelf ra- 
ther enclined to unite with the Calviniſts, having, 


J P. 44. as + he ſays, received good Offices of many f that 


5 . 196. Religion; yet || he informs us, that a moſt Serene 


Prince and Lord, gave a ſpecial Command to two of 
his Divines, to write a Method to reſtore an Eccleſia- 
ſtical Union between the Romaniſts and the Prote- 
ſtants. So that whatſoever Baron Puffendorf's 
own private Opinion was, as to the Impractica- 
bleneſs of ſuch an Union; it is plain, that Se- 
rene Prince, and his Divines did not conceive it 
altogether impoſlible ; if they had, they would 
not have fram'd a Scheme for it. But the Baron 
having ſome private and particular Obligation to 
ſome Calviniſt Princes, thought it more proper 


to propoſe an Union with them: But I do not 


find, that his Scheme was drawn up by the Com- 
mand of any Prince, or with the Are 
of any Divines of that Communion. And af- 
ter all, the Union he deſigns, ſeems to be no 


more than to perſuade the Calviniſts to embrace, 


or at leaſt to entertain a favourable Opinion of 
the Lutheran Principles. | | 


But though the Lutherans are ſuch Enemies to 
the Calviniſts, amongſt which, as appears from 


Puffendorf, they number the Engliſh ; yet it is to 


in hop'd, that when they come to be better ac- 


uainted with our Church, and find that they 
have been miſinform'd concerning her; and 
that ſhe was not reform'd upon the Zuinglian or 


tp Principles, but upon the truly Catho- 


ick and Apoſtolick Principles of the Primitive 
Church; I ſay it is to be hop'd, that they will 
eaſily be perſuaded to follow the great Example 


pt our Gracious Sovereign King George, and moſt 
heartily embrace her Communion. | 
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I cannot forbear before I conclude, to obſerve 
to you, that there are other Differences between 
ps and the Lutherans, beſide thoſe mentioned by 
Puffendorf. * | 

For whereas the Church of England de- 
clares thus in her ſixth Article, AU the Books 
of the New Teſtament, as they are commonly recei- 
wed, we do receive and account them Canonical ; 
the Lutherans, as Father Paul obſerves, have “ Eiſi. 
caſt out as Apocryphal theſe that follow, 77 
1. The Epiſtle to the Hebrews. 2. The Epiſtle 34g 9 
of St. James. 3. The ſecond Epiſtle of St.$ea. 3. 
Peter. 4. The ſecond, 5. And the third Epiſtles 
of St. John. 6. The Epiſtle of St. Jude. 7. The 
Revelation of St. Jobn: f And Chemmitius the +Chgmnit. 
Superintendent of Brunſwick gives his Reaſons, Examen 
(ſuch as they are) why theſe Books ought not to 3 
be received into the Canon of Scripture. part. I. 
Alſo whereas the Church of England, in her p. 235. 
Office of Private Baptiſm, has given Directions 
concerning the Receiving thoſe into the Church, 
who have receivd ſuch Baptiſm; amongſt 
* which, this is one, If they which bring the Infant to 
the Church do make ſuch uncertain Anſwers to the 
Prieſt”s Queſtions, as that it cannot appear that the 
Child was baptized with Water, in the Name of the 
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Gho#t (which 
are eſſential Parts of Baptiſm) then let the Prieſt bap- 
tixe it in the Form before appointed for Publick Bap- 
tiſm of Infants; ſaving that at the Dipping of the 
7 q 50 the 8 be 2 uſe * 5 of Words, © 
tyou not already bapttzed, IN. J. _ 
baptize thee, c. The Lutherans ſay, it 5 ca 
an abſurd and erroneous Opinion to teach, that catbel. 
Baptiſm is to be repeated abſolutely or conditionally, if Part. Wo 
it have been given in the Name of Chriſt only, or of Fr 9248 : 
dne Perſon in the Trinity, without any mention of the Nena,. 
15 71 11 N. E ST other p. 245. 1 
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other two, So that to hold it neceſſary to bap- 
tize in the Name of all the three Perſons in the 


Trinity, which is expreſly declared by the 


Church of England, agreeable to the Senſe of 


the whole Catholick Church, and to the exprefs 
Command of Chriſt Himſelf, to be Eſſential to 
Baptiſm, is held by the Lutherans to be an abſurd 
and erroneous Opinion. In our Liturgy and 


Catechiſm, there are Ten Commandments ac- 


cording as they were given to Moſes in the 


4 Melanct. Twentieth Chapter of Exodus. f But the Luthe- 
„Lor. com- rans, like the Papiſts, have laid aſide the Second 


mn. Tit. 


De Lege. 


« 22 0 


of theſe Commandments, and caſt it out of 
their Decalogue: And to make up the Number 
Ten, they, after the manner of the Church of 


Rome, divide the tenth into two. So theſe Words, 


Thou ſhalt not covet thy Neighbours Houſe, are with 
them the Ninth Commandment : And Thou ſhalt 
not covet thy Neighbours Wife, nor his Servant, &c. 
they call the Tenth Commandment. I could 


produce other material Points, beſides thoſe 
- mentioned by Baron Puffendorf, wherein the Lu- 


therans differ from us; but Lat preſent content 
myſelf with theſe few, to convince you, that 
the Learned Baron has, by no means, given an 
Account of all the Differences between us, even 
in weighty Matters. | ; 

If ſome of the Modern Lutherans ſhall pretend 


that they do not now maintain all the Points 


mentioned in this Letter, I can only ſay that I 
find theſe to have been the Doctrines maintained 
by their firſt Reformers, as Luther of Saxony, Chem- 
nitius of Brunſwick, Lucas Oſiander of Wirtembergh, 


| &c. And I am not yet apprized that the preſent 


Lutherans have receededfromanyoftheſeOpinions. 
And it is evident from Baron Puffengorf, that they 
„ & $4 2 $6 BSE db 9 Wh. „ © 1 $5 413 da 
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do all of them till adhere ſtify to the Principles 


contained in his Book. I ſhall add but one 
Thing more by way of Caution, which is, that 
you would be particularly careful of being im- 
poſed upon by the Words Proteſtant Religion : An 
Expreſſion which has of late been very frequent 
in the Mouths of a certain Party. For if we 
confine that Name to any one Sect, as the Word 
Religion in the ſingular Number ſeems to do, then, 
in its proper genuine Senſe,” it ſignifies the Lu- 
theran Religion, becauſe the Lutherans were the firſt 
who publickly, in a particular ſolemn Manner, 
entred their Proteſt againſt the Corruptions of 
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the Church of Rome, which they did in the ge-* Oni. 
neral Dyet of che Empire at Spires, in Germany, Cent. 16. 
in the Year 1529. by which they obtained the . 9. P. 
Name of Proteſtants, being ſo called from that *3% *3* 


particular ſolemn Proteſtation, made before all 


the Eſtates of the Empire, in ſuch a manner as 


was never done by any other Church or Sed. - 


But Af we take the Word Proteſtant in another 
Senſe, and as it is commonly underſtood, to de- 
note any Church, Sect, or Perſon, who openly 
Proteſts againſt the Corruptions of the Church of 
Rome, then we cannot ſay the Proteſtant Religion 
in the Singular Number, but muſt ſay Proteſtant 
Religions in the Plural Number. For, in this 
Senſe, the Word Proteſtant is only Negative, and 
does not denote of what Religion the Church, 


SeR, or Party ſo called are, but only what they 


are not, viz. They are not Papifts, And in this 
Senſe, not only the Lutherans. and the Calviniſts, 
but the Anabaptiſts, Duakers, Muggletoniant, Soci- 
mans, Deiſts, nay, and Atheiſts, all may, and do 
come under the Denomination of Proteffants, as 
wellas the Church of England. So that to ſay the 

hy | Pro- 
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Proteſtant Religion, in this Senſe, is nothing but 


Cant and Jargon, without any diſtinct proper 
Meaning. And to ſay the Proteſtant Religion in a 
reſtrain d Senſe, to denote any one Sect of Chri- 
ſtians, who may be called by that Name in a ſu- 
pereminent Manner, as the firſt and moſt ſolemn 
Proteſters againſt Popery, to whom the Name was 
given, on Account of that particular Proteſtation, 
fignifiesno other than the Lutheran Religion. This 
I thought convenient to obſerve to you, that you 


may take heed, leſt yon be impoſed on by a 


Name. 

I ſhall add no more, but my earneſt Prayers 
that all Diſſenters from our Communion, whether 
Natives or Foreigners, who are amongſt 
us, will renounce their Errors and embrace the 

enuine Doctrines of Chriſtianity which we pro- 
Fes ; that by the Unity of Faith, and Agree- 
ment in Primitive Worſhip, we may be the Glo- 
ry of the whole Earth, and be made one Flock 
under one Paſtor and Biſhop of our Souls, even 
the Lord Chriſt Jeſus ; which as ic has been the 
conſtant Endeavour to promote it, ſo ſhall it ever 
continue the Prayers, that it may be effected, of 


SIR, 
Your moſt 


Humble Servant, | 
Txro, BRE TT. 
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POSTSCRIPT. 


UST as this ſecond Edition was 
put into the Preſs, comes out a 
Pamphlet, Entituled, Two Letters 

to the Right Honourable the Lord Viſ- 
count Townſend : Shewing, the Se- 
ditions Tendency of ſeveral late Pam- 
pblets, more particularly of, A Review of the Luthe- 
ran Principles, by TO. BRETT, L. I. D. 
Rector of Betteſhanger, in Kent. And of, A Let- 
ter to the Author of the Lutheran Church, from 
4 Country School-boy. By a Presbyter of the Church of 
England. I confeſs, 1 could not bur be ſorry to 
fee a Falſe Accuſer of his Brethren, call him- 
ſelf by that Reverend Name. For the whole De- 
ſign of his worthleſs Letters, is to incite the 
Noble Lord, to whom he writes, to believe me 


to be a dangerous Seditious Perſon; * and to de- * P. 17. 


fire him to Cenſure and Puniſh me accordingly. 
In order whereunto, he lays many falſe Things 
to my Charge, of which I am wholly Innocent. 


For firſt he f Accuſes me, for one who bave re. + P. 2. 


markably ſignalixed myſelf in the modern Attempts of 
i recon- 


( 


- 


* 
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reconciling the Church of England, to the 


Church of Rome, by endeavouring to prove, that the 


Doct rines of the latter, have been very much miſrepre- 
ſented. A Thing which never entred into my 
Thoughts, I having on divers Occaſions, decla- 


red my Abhorrence of the Church of Rome, as 


P. 17. 


a moſt corrupt Church. And do now alſo free- 
ly declare, that I believe all the Corruptions, 
Hereſies and Schiſms that have of late infeſted 
the Chriſtian World, in theſe Weſtern Parts, are 
owing to Popiſh Doctrines || In the next Place, 
he inſinuates, as If I had intended to have Pub- 
liſhed this Review of the Lutheran Principles, much 
ſooner, in order, as he adds, to prevent, if poſſible, 
his Majeſty s Acceſſion to the Crown, Which 1 muſt 
ſay, is a very falſe and ſnameful Suggeſtion, and 
that I had not a Thought of Writing any Thing 


on this Subject, till ſome time after the ſecond 


Edition of Baron Puffendorf's Book, and not above 
a Fortnight before I ſent that little Treatiſe to 
the Preſs, Then he charges 4 me, with reciting 


4 moſt invidious and very improbable Story, concerning 


the Lutherans bating a Calviniſt as bad as a Turk. 


But I cite my Authority for it, which is Pitts 


Atlas, a Book written by the preſent Right Re- 
verend Biſhop of Carliſe, and make no doubt, 
but his Lordſhip knew. the Story to be true, or 


| he would not have Printed it. There is alſo 


+ P. 231. 


another unexceptionable Evidence, who con- 
firms this Matter, and that is Mr. Moleſworth, a 


Gentleman very well known ; ( Theſe that have 


turned the World upſide down, are come hither alſo, 
Acts xvii. 6.) who in | his Account of Denmark, 
tells us, That the Calvinift is hated by the 


- © Lutherans, as much as the Papiſt ; and 


the Reaſon they give is, becauſe he is a- 


* gainſt abſolute Monarchy, and has a Re- 
© ſiting 


— 


POSTSCRIPT. 
© fiſting Principle. * For as this Gentleman 


+ further obſerves: It has been a great Miſtake 4 P. 235, 
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© among us, that the Popiſh Religion is the 235 


© only one of all the Chriſtian Sects, proper to 


© introduce and eſtabliſh Slavery in a Nation, 


© inſomuch, that Popery and Slavery have been 
© thought inſeparable ; not to derogate from 
© the Merit of the Roman Catholick Perſuaſion, 
* which has been the Darling of ſo many Mo- 
© narchs upon that Account: I ſhall make bold 
© to ſay, that other Religions, and particularly 
the Lutheran has ſucceeded as effectually in 


© this Deſign, as ever Popery did. And“ He P. 228. 


aſſerts, That, in Conſequence of the Principles 


of the Lutheran Religion, In all Proteſtant 


* 


Countries of the North, Slavery ſeems to be 


more abſolutely eſtabliſn'd, than it is in 


Fance. After this he ſays, I would inſinuate as - 


if his Majeſty conformed to our Church by Way of Ne- 
ceſſity not of Choice. Whereas I inſinuate nothing 


like it. f Again he charges me with miſciting + P. 18, 


Father Paul, and the celebrated Chemnitins. 
Whereas I have cited them very fairly, as any 
one may be ſatisfied, who will compare the Ci- 
tations with thoſe Authors own Words. Then 


he ſays, that my Explication of the Terms Prote- || P. 20, 


ſtant Religion is invidious, a ſtrange Suggeſtion 
in a Matter ſo apparent and obvious, to every 
one that does but Think. And even this trifling 
Slanderer himſelf has not the Confidence to ſay, 
that any of thoſe Sects I have named, wiz, Luthe- 
rant, Cabuiniſts, Anabaptiſts, Quakers, Muggleta- 
nians,  Socmians, Deifts, nay, and Atheiſts, are 
not Proteſtants, or Proteſtors againſt Popery, nay 
he plainly owns they are ſo, and then I am ſure 
it can be no Fault in me to ſay it. For I thank 
God I never ſhall be * or afraid to * 

2 | dhe 
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the Truth, whether in Seaſon, or out of Sea: 
ſon. I And in the laſt Place, he is angry with 
me, for thinking it my Duty to oppoſe the 
Errors of Lutheranifm, becauſe I promiſed at 
my Ordination, 10 baniſh and drive away all Er- 

roneous Doctrines, contrary to God's Word. But till 


he can ſhew me that there is an Exception made 


. 
Y P. 26. 


s. 


| P. 232. 


flections caſt on that Pamphlet. 


in that Promiſe, in Favour of the Lutheran Errors 
I ſhall not Change my Opinion in that Point. 
In his ſecond Letter“ he charges me with 
being the Author of another Pamphlet ſaid to 
have been written by 2 Country School- Boy, But I 


ſolemnly declare, I was not the Author, neither 


do I know who was. And therefore ſhall not 
trouble myſelf with any of thoſe malicious Re- 
However, I cannot forbear to obſerve, that 
this Pamphleteer confidently f promiſes to prove 
hereafter, That the Lutheran Churches have 
Biſhops, both Name and Thing. Now that they 
have nominal Biſhops I readily grant, but that 
they have no Real Biſhops I have ſufficiently 
proved from Baron Puffendorf's own Words ; and 
as Mr. Molefworth judiciouſly obſerves || they are 
only Primi inter Pares, &c. though they love to 
be reverenced as Biſhops, and called Lords. 

I am credibly informed by an Ear Witneſs, 


that this Scribbler has declared it his Opinion, 


that a Biſhop is made by the Civil Magiſtrate, 


and that when the King has nominated a Man 


to a Biſhoprick, he is then a true and proper 
Biſhop, and as much ſo, as after Conſecration: 
And ſuch Biſhops, both Name and Thing, he 
may prove that the Zutheranshave amongſt them, 


but no other; which will be the ſame thing as to 
| lay, they have none at all. 
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' Alſo whereas he talks + of ſeveral Encomiums I P. 16. 
which have been given by the Lutherans of our ex- 
cellent Church, I ſhall not enter into any Diſpute - 
with him, whether he be able to produce any 
ſuch Encomiums, for I make no Queſtion but 
the Lutherans know how to paſs Complements 
upon us, when they have an Intereſt to ſerve, 
as well as our own Diſſenters, who will alſo ſome- 
times give Encomiums of our Church: But 
that ſuch Encomiums from the Lutherans, are 


no more than Complements, we may be con- 
- vinced by the following Story. TIN 


When the late Prince George of Denmark had 
taken the Sacrament according to the Church of 
England, in order to qualifie himſelf to execute 
the Offices of Generaliſſimo, Lord High- Admiral, 8c. 
Mr. Meckin his then Lutheran Chaplain, did by 
a particular Order from the Divines of Denmark, 
refuſe to admit him to Communion afterward, 
and continued to do ſo to the Day of his Death, 
for no other Reaſon, than meerly his occaſio- 
nal Communicating with the Church of England. 

And the Prince was forced to ſend to Holland for 
a new Lutheran Chaplain, who having lived 
ſome time amongſt the Dutch, was not altoge- 
ther ſo ſtrait-lac'd as the Danes. - This Story is 
but of à late Date, and I appeal for the Truth 
of it, to all that were in any Eminency at 
Court at that time. ,And I produce it as a con- 
vincing Argument to prove that the Rigid Lu- 
therans, even to our own Times, though they 
have lived many Years amongſt us, and could 
not but know that we differed very much from 
the Calvinſts, yet have ſo abhorred our Commu- 
nion, as to judge, that whoſoever, though but 
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- occaſionally Communicated with our Church, 
was ever alter unworthy. to Communicate with 
Thus much I have thought fit to ſay, ther- 
cuſe myſelf from the Slanders caſt upon me in 
this Pamphlet, in regard to the Noble Lord to 

whom it is impudentliy addreſs d. I am ſure you 

x7 will excuſe me from taking any farther notice 
A of it, when you ſhall be informed, that the 
| Author is no other than Mr. Robert TUatts 
. of St. Fobn's in Oxford: But I ask Pardon of his 

ö | College for telling whom he belongs to. . 
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